and reduces a dependence on external nutrient supplies especially in nutrient-poor 55 environment (Aerts, 1996; Aerts and Chapin, 1999) . This conservation mechanism 56 can affect many ecosystem processes such as plant competition, nutrient uptake, 
Results

155
For the pooled data, the mean NRE and PRE were 54.7% (n = 521, SD = 0.73%) and 156 64.5% (n = 360, SD = 0.79%), respectively. NRE and PRE differed significantly 157 between the two functional groups. Forbs had lower NRE and PRE (52.8% and 61.2%) 158 than graminoids (57.3% and 68.4%) (P < 0.05), whereas monocots had higher NRE 159 and PRE (55.8% and 67%) than eudicots (52.9% and 61.3%) (P < 0.05) (Fig. 1 ). (Table S1 ). Latitude, MAT, and MAP respectively accounted for 6%, 4%, and 164 5% of the variation observed in NRE, 8%, 6%, and 6% of variation observed in PRE, 165 and 4%, 4% and 2% of variation observed in NRE:PRE. MAT, MAP, and latitude 166 collectively explained 11-19% of the variation observed in NRE, PRE, and NRE:PRE 167 (Table 1) . Functional type and climatic data collectively explained 10%, 16% and 7%
168
of global variation observed in NRE, PRE, and NRE:PRE (Table 2) . Likewise, monocots have higher NRE and PRE compared to eudicots (Fig. 1) .
199
However, in this context, it is important to note that the data for monocots are biased PRE. These trends hold true for each of the two functional types as well as when the 210 data are pooled (Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 ).
211
In terms of NRE, the trends reported here are similar to those of Yuan and Chen, The NRE and PRE reported here may also reflect the nutrient conservation 248 strategies of herbaceous species growing at high latitudes with low MAT and MAP. The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.
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